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Later, I fancy it was the very day when I had challenged
Heir von Ribbentrop's speech, I asked him whether my
conclusion might embarrass the policy of the Government.
He replied in a tone of friendly gruffness : " If I entered
upon the war, it was not in order to make a separate peace!'
" Yes, yes! I am sure of that. But what of the
others ? "
He made a gesture which signified : "I can only answer
for myself/*
I emphasised the ravages of defeatist propaganda.
They extended to all parties. They were seeping into
Trades Union circles, they were spreading like patches of
oil in middle-class drawing-rooms, where the fear of
Bolshevism was skilfully exploited, they flaunted them-
selves in the restricted circles of neo-Fascist conspirators.
Did the conviction behind my words make an impression
on him? He became confidential, he referred cautiously
to fears of an offensive, he made a remark wholly to his
honour, which would have borne witness, had I needed
proof, to the alarm of an ardent patriotism sorely troubled
by the memory of collective mistakes. But I will not
reproduce it. Detached from the intimate atmosphere
of the conversation, its meaning might be distorted, and
I should never forgive myself for having put a weapon
into the hands of his enemies, when this utterance ought,
on the contrary, to be a piece of evidence in his favour.
Then, in the low voice he assumed when talking of
serious matters, as though he feared the walls might have
enemy ears, M. Daladier murmured: " I ask nothing
letter than that they should wage a passive war as long as
possible. Meanwhile the production of armaments and
aeroplanes is gaining momentum"
This state of mind was certainly not unknown to me.
He had never sought to disguise it in my presence. It had
been his, as I have already disclosed, since the beginning
of the war, and it was in order to leave the enemy in
ignorance of his resolves that he put aside any public